CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 


Faculty of Fine Arts Council 
Friday, April 6, 1990 


PRESENT; Robert J. Parker, Dean; B. MacKay; S. Friedland; 
Cousineau; D. Andrus; J. Locke; M. Large; C. Gabriel-Lacki; 
Foster; W.P. Krol; J. Krause; D. Moore; N. Wagner; L. Sherman; 
MacLeod; G. Kardos; R. Bigelow; S. Panet-Raymond; G. Gibbons; 
Spensley 
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Guests: B. Rousse 


Absent with Apologies; C. Jackson; K. Tweedie, F. Szabo, T. 
Gould, V. Kinslow 


1. Approval of the minutes of the meeting of March 2, 1990 


(Friedland, Krause) "moved the approval of the minutes of the 
meeting of March 2, 1990" 


CARRIED 


2. Chair's Remarks 


The following issues will be brought forward for discussion at 
Council during the next academic session; 


is Eighteen credits outside of the Faculty. As a curriculum 
issue this must be dealt with at Faculty Council as well as at 
the departmental level 

2. Inter-disciplinary work component within the Faculty. A 
small Advisory Committee in the Dean's Office has been formed to 
consult with Departments and make recommendations to Council 
regarding inter-disciplinary courses such as multi-media, open 
media, Art 200, spatial relations and FFAR. Recommendations are 
due by December, 1990. 

a The BFA Major - What type of educational experience is 
being provided to these students? Are we so specialized that we 
are losing sight of the BFA? What about a core course? These 
concerns need to be addressed. 

4. The notion of gender-equity, academic, social, philosophical 
issues. In 1961 gender-equity was achieved when Fine Arts had 


two faculty members on staff, Professors Leah Sherman and Alfred 
Pinsky. Since that time gender-equity has not been achieved. As 
an example, the percent of female faculty to male faculty in 1982 
was 26.92%. In 1988, this figure was 30.58% 


Other issues that will be brought forward for discussion during 
the next year include the integration of new faculty members, 
(over the last five year period thirty new faculty members, new 
and replacements, have joined Fine Arts), therefore, one-third 
of the faculty is new. What structures exist for new faculty in- 
put? And what goals and philosophy regarding Fine Arts education 
within the University are being discussed? 


3. Question Period 


Sherman - What process is planned for consultation by the 
advisory committee on inter-disciplinary studies? Parker noted 
that the Chairs, Departments and Council will discuss the issues. 


Moore - It is underestimated how much each Department has as an 
interdisciplinary component within their programs. It is 
important that as many people as possible be involved in 
discussions that can affect the whole faculty. 


Sherman - Is there, already, a pre-determined outcome, unspoken, 
that a Department of Interdisciplinary Studies will be formed? 
Is the advisory committee aware of this? 


MacKay - There are no pre-determined constructs and there is no 
hidden agenda. There is already a great deal of debate taking 
place and formal discussions will ensure that everyone is heard. 


4. Addendum _ to Curriculum Report No. 37 - Undergraduate 
Curriculum Proposals 1991-92 


MOTION; (MacKay, Friedland) "moved the approval of addendum 
to Report No. 37" 


CARRIED 


5. Format of Curriculum Report No. 37 


The purpose of discussing the presentation of curriculum reports, 
in general, has come about because of the necessity imposed by 
Academic Programmes Committee to include, with every 
recommendation, both the old data as well as the changes 
requested. This has resulted in voluminous amounts of paper and 
lengthy 80-page curriculum documents. This is considered by many 
people to be both wasteful and redundant since so _ much 
information is being repeated. 


Council is being asked to make a set of recommendations to the 
Curriculum Committee as to the format and presentation of 
curriculum changes to Council in future. 


Mackay noted that, once a new program is approved, or a new 
course is approved by Council, editorial changes to the 
University Calendar are required to accommodate these changes as 
well as the resulting modifications to existing courses. We 
recommend that Council expect the Curriculum Committee to take 
care of these minor editorial changes without having to come back 
for approval. 


It was suggested that Faculty Council should trust the curriculum 
committee, however, a general statement made from each Department 
explaining, in summary form, what changes are taking place within 
their respective curriculum would inform Council of changes. 
That way, Faculty Council need not see all the pages of a 
document but rather a summary, overview/resume of changes only. 
It would be incumbent upon curriculum committee to flag any 
implications any changes would have to other department's 
prograns. 


Council members also agreed that any controversial departmental 
recommendations should come to Council, otherwise, a summary 
could serve the purpose of informing council members. 


It was also suggested that oral presentations of curriculum 
modifications could be made to Council by departmental 
representatives. This would provide Council with an overview of 
content, purpose and goals of curriculum rather than the bits and 
pieces of technical data, out of context, presently being 
presented. 


It was felt that Curriculum Committee should be empowered to do 
some things without having to go through Council as long as the 
overview as to content was presented in some form to Council. 


The technical aspects of how a curriculum change affected other 
Departments has to be taken care of and it was suggested that one 
person from each Department be designated to review the 
implications their curriculum changes would have on _ other 
departments. 


Council’s role should be viewed as policy setting rather than 
administrative and that the Curriculum Committee should present 
its documents in view of this change. 


Parker noted that Steering Committee will formulate these changes 
in a recommendation to the Curriculum Committee. 


Adjournment (Lacki, Panet-Raymond) 


Respectfully submitted 
M. Duval, 
April 24, 1990 


